The shelf of books devoted to legal humour is a capacious one, and the titles range across a variety of forms. Theobald Mathew's Forensic Fables 1 and A.P. Herbert's Misleading Cases 2 satirize the habits of lawyers and judges by offering up imaginary cases, and this has tended to be the preferred approach, sometimes focusing on the forensic activities surrounding these disputes (as with Mathew's fables) and sometimes producing the judgements themselves (as in Herbert's bemused jurisprudence Forensic Fables (London: Butterworth, 1926); Further Forensic Fables (London: Butterworth, 1928); Final Forensic Fables (London: Butterworth, 1929); Final Forensic Fables: Second Series (London: Butterworth, 1932) volumes of legal miscellanea, collects cases, doctrine, and lore. 6 Somewhere in between are the imaginary dialogues of litigants in real cases, as in Sir George Hayes' argument for pleading reform, embellished from the materials in Crogate's Case. 7 Indeed, arguments for procedural reform have spawned a whole subgenre of legal poetry, including most notably John Anstey's poem The Pleader's Guide, 8 which went through eight editions in thirty years. Kenneth Smookler's Farr & Beyond 9 is a welcome addition to this shelf. Smookler's novel approach is to generate pleadings, memos, and letters concerning the protagonists of various fairy tales, fables, and literary classics. His turn to the world of fantasy (including myth and science fiction) is, in some ways, a logical extension of the satirical strain in earlier contributions to the field, while his resort to the bureaucratic forms that ground the lawyer's art serves at once to highlight the absurdity of the enterprise and to lend these efforts an eerie air of familiarity. If the file and the memo are the paradigmatic tools that lawyers use to tame uncertainty and to promote their own species of rationality, 10 Smookler's use of these forms shows how they can be pressed into service for nearly any end, how templates take on a life of their own that can make the most outlandish proposition seem plausible. While there has been a significant 'um, and Counsellor Bore'um in an Action Betwixt John-a-Gull, and John-a-Gudgeon, for Assault and Battery, at a Late Contested Election (London: Cadell, 1796 amount of writing on the gothic and the law, its emphasis has been on the law's uncanny powers, 11 whereas in Smookler's hands, the fantastic almost always results in farce. 12 The Pied Piper proposes to recover against the Town of Hamelin for a variety of claims ranging from breach of contract and defamation to inflection of mental distress. 13 Cinderella, harassed by allegations of operating an unlicensed pumpkin, cruelty to mice, and breach of contract for domestic services, receives a reassuring analysis from her counsel, showing why all the claims are meritless-the result of either overzealous enforcement or spiteful motives that have no jurisprudential support. 14 Captain Hook, rendered incapable of pursuing his lawful calling through loss of his hand, and now suffering from a host of fears and complexes relating to clocks and crocodiles, demands both general and special damages from Peter Pan, in hopes of being made whole. 15 Ali Baba, having escaped criminal liability after the discovery of forty corpses in his cave, considers raising some property-related charges against the officious neighbour who alerted the authorities, but is advised by counsel that it is always best to avoid litigation, and that he can catch more flies with honey than vinegar. 16 In each case, Smookler mixes together a blend of doctrinal creativity, strategic advocacy, and bemusement at the foibles of lawyers. The citizens of Hamelin, doubtless considering themselves the aggrieved parties, are forced to confront the extent of foreseeable harm flowing from their accusations about the piper. Captain Hook's complex maneuverings, involving the defence of necessity and the illegality of dueling, shift the onus to Peter Pan to justify what he had presumably regarded as an airtight case.
Always open to new theories that would monetize their clients' injuries, or that would serve as opportunities to drum up custom from others who are similarly afflicted, Smookler's lawyers are ever on the alert for any colourable argument that might offer cover. At the same time, they delight in trumpeting their deep commitment to legal ethics and dwelling on the untold hours of research that may not be adequately reflected in a short memo. They seem happiest when contemplating the various ways in which they might translate a client's victory into an ongoing stream of profits, either by sharing in a percentage of the client's income or by capitalizing on a client's social status, as a means of acquiring more business. Eager to claim the expertise and flexibility of a full-service law firm, offering an extensive menu of options that take their clients far beyond litigation as the default solution, these lawyers are happy to accept unconventional cases and to propose unconventional answers. The result is a jurisprudence that bears comparison with the world of Mathew and Herberta world of exuberant lawyering in which the bombastic and the hapless are rarely far apart.
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